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translation farther on. Alai-eddin in 1252 accompanied his father, who was in the Mongol service, to the grand Kuriltai held at the accession of Mangu Khan. He died in 1283.
The Tarikh Djihankushai has been continued by Abdullah, son of^Pazel-iollah, more generally known under his honorific title Vassaf ul Hazret, or the "panegyrist of his majesty." It contains the history of the Mongols from 1257 to 1327.
Among the Persian authors who wrote on the Mongols and other nations of Eastern and Central Asia, and the great political events which shook the different states of Asia in the thirteenth century, the first rank is incon-testably due to the celebrated historiographer jRasliid-eddin, who in his remarkable work JDjami ut TewariJJi, or collection of annals, gives the most complete and intelligible record of the history of the Mongols. Besides this, we find in his book very valuable and detailed accounts of the nomadic Tatar and Turkish tribes who in the days of Ohinghiz lived in Eastern and Central Asia. One chapter is devoted to a very interesting and quite exact description of China or Khitai and the adjacent countries at the close of the thirteenth century.
Eashid was born at Hamadan about A.D. 1247, an(l was a physician by profession.532 Ghazan Khan named him vizier of the Persian empire in 1298. He continued in
832 Iu the Tarikh-i'Khata, or History of Ohma, which A Matter Greiffen-hag attributes to MdaUah Beidcn-i, and which he translated into Latin in 1677, we find two passages (edition of 1689, pp 5-6, 12-13) wheie it is clearly stated that Rashid was a Chinaman : " Eexido'd Din Vezmus, e Philosophis Chatajorum, Litagi et Meksun nomine, terns Hwg-ping-tocwg oriundus." But Quatremere in his "Histoire des Mongols," preface, pp. 4, 85, 99, has proved that, although Muller's translation is correct, there was an omission in Miiller's Persian text We have to understand that Pulad Clwrik&ank, who ansisted Bashid in the compilation of his history of the Mongols, was a native of Khata. Besides this, Quatremere has had the ingenuity to guess that the Tarikh-i-Kbata, dated 1317, and attributed by Muller to Abdallah Beidavi (who however died in 1292), in reality was